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7. You conclude: Hence there remains alone the idea of God,
concerning which we must discover whether it is not something that
is capable of proceeding from me myself. By the name God I under-
stand a substance that is infinite, independent, all-knowing, all-
powerful, and by which I myself and everything else, if anything
else does exist, have been created. Now all these characteristics
are such that the more diligently I attend to them, the less do
they appear capable of proceeding from me alone; hence, from
what has been already said, we must conclude that God necessarily
exists1. This is, of course, the conclusion for which you were making.
But, as I grasp the inference, I do not see hoiv you get this result.
You say that those characteristics which, you understand to exist in
God are of such a nature as to be incapable of proceeding from you
alone : your intention in so doing is to show that they must proceed
from God. But, firstly, nothing is more true than that they have
not proceeded from you alone, so that you have had no knowledge of
them derived from yourself and merely by means of your own efforts ;
for they haw proceeded and are, derived from objects, from parents,
from masters, from teachers, and from the society in which you have
.moved. But you will say: '/ am mind alone: I admit nothing
outside of myself, not even the ears by which I hear nor the people
who converse mith meJ You may assert this: but would you assert
it, unless you heard us with your ears, and there were men from
whom you learned words. Let us talk in earnest, and tell me
sincerely: do you not derive those word-sounds which you utter in
speaking of God, from the society in which you have lived? And
since the sounds you use are due to intercourse with other men, is
it not from the same source that you derive the notions underlying
and designated by those sounds ? Hence though not due to you alone,
they do not seem on that account to proceed from God, but to come
from some other quarter. Further, what is there in those things
ivhich, on the opportunity first being furnished by the objects, you
could not henceforth derive from yourself? Do you, for that reason,
apprehend something which is beyond human grasp ? It is true that
if you comprehended the nature of God there would be reason for
your thinking that it ivas from God you derived this knowledge.
But all those terms which you apply to God are merely certain
perfections observed to exist in human beings and other things, which
the human mind is able to understand, collect and amplify, as has
already been said several times.

1 Vol. i, p. 165, par. 3.